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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Action is in response to Application Number 09/717,019 received on 26 July 
2005. ^ 

2. Claims 2-8, 10-13, 20-23, 25, 26, 28, and 29 are presented for examination. 

3. Claims 1 and 9 have been canceled. 

4. Claim 29 is newly added. 

5. Examiner has decided to apply a new art rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 23, 25, 26, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter 

7. Claims 23 and 25 include a computer readable recording medium that stores a 
program, which makes a computer device function. The computer readable recording 
medium is not necessarily the actual computing device of the claim, and is therefore not 
tangibly embodied in a manner so as to be executable and is thus non-statutory for 
failing to be in orie of the categories of invention. 

8. Claim 26 and 28 include a program signal embodied in a carrier wave, which 
appears to be nothing more than a signal carrying instructions for execution not tangibly 
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embodied in a manner so as to be executable and is thus non-statutory for failing to be 
in one of the categories of invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described In a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1 999 (AlPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 2, 3, 5-8, 10, 13, 23, 25, 26, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Montero (U.S. 6,133,912). 

9. Regarding claim 2, Montero disclosed an information server system which 
comprises a server device transmitting information in response to a request, and at 
least one client device being connected to said server device and sending a request for 
transmission of information to said server device, wherein: 
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said server device includes: 

schedule management means for managing relevance between classifications of 
information and transmission times of the information and relevance between 
information representing areas and time zones of the respective areas (Montero, col. 7, 
line 60 through col. 8, line 5); 

request receiving means for receiving, from said client device, a request for 
transmission of information (Montero, col. 8, lines 10-20), 

area determination means for determining in which area at least one client device 
having sent a request for transmission of information exists(Montero, col. 7, lines 40- 
60); 

information providing means for referring to said schedule management means, 
and for selecting classified information corresponding to a present time in a time zone of 
the area which is determined by said area determination means (Montero, col. 7, line 60 
through col. 8, line 5), and 

information sending means for sending, through the network, the information 
selected by said information providing means to a predetermined client device which 
has sent the request for transmission of the information (Montero, col. 7, line 60 through 
col. 8, line 5); and 

said at least one client device includes 

request sending means for sending a request for transmission of information to 
said server device through the network (Montero, col. 8, lines 5-10); 
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information receiving means for receiving the information sent from said 
information sending means through the network (Montero, col. 4, lines 20-30); and 

information outputting means for outputting the information received by said 
information receiving means (Montero, col. 4, lines 20-30). 

10. Regarding claim 3, Montero disclosed the limitations, substantially as claimed, as 
described in claim 2, including wherein said server device further includes schedule 
information sending means for sending schedule information representing relevance 
between classifications of information and transmission times of the information to said 
at least one client device through the network; 

said at least one client device further includes 

schedule information receiving means for receiving schedule information 
sent from said schedule information sending means through the network, and 

request inputting means for inputting a request for transmission of 
information from said server device, in accordance with the schedule information 
received by said schedule information receiving means; and 

said request sending means for sending a request for transmission of 
information to said server device based on an input from said request inputting 
means (Montero, col. 2, lines 10-20, 59-61, col. 6, lines 5-20, Montero disclosed 
an on-demand system that allows subscribers to choose from scheduled 
information). 
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1 1 . Regarding claim 5, Montero disclosed the limitations, substantially as claimed, as 
described in claim 2, including wherein the network is the Internet (Montero, col. 4, lines 
1-6). 

1 2. Claim 6 includes an information server system with limitations substantially 
similar to the limitations of claim 2 and is therefore rejected under the same prior art 
used as being substantially similar. 

1 3. Claims 7 and 8 include methods of providing information with limitations 
substantially similar to the limitations of claim 2 and are therefore rejected under the 
same prior art used as being substantially similar. 

1 4. Claims 1 0 and 1 3 include a server device with limitations substantially similar to 
the limitations of claim 2 and are therefore rejected under the same prior art used as 
being substantially similar. The initial hardware limitations of claim 13 (i.e. a memory for 
storing data) can be found in Montero, col. 4, lines 1-35. 

15. Claims 23, 25, 26, and 28 include a program and a signal with limitations 
substantially similar to the limitations of claim 2 and are therefore rejected under the 
same prior art used as being substantially similar. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 11, 12, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Montero (U.S. 6,133,912) 

16. Regarding claims 1 1 and 29, Montero disclosed the limitations, substantially as 
claimed, as described in claims 2 and 10, including the ISP keeping track of all client 
interactions and requests (Montero, col. 14, lines 1-35). Montero does not explicitly 
state wherein said information providing means further includes counting means for 
counting a number of client devices which have sent a request for transmission of 
information or a number of client devices to which said information sending means has 
sent requested information, according to the classifications of the information. 
However, since Montero disclosed keeping track of all requests and interactions, and 
keeping this information in a database, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to use a standard function such as counting for 
the purpose of keeping track of subscriber usage and being able to develop a more 
precise profile for subscribers, as well as enabling advertisers to better select their 
target audience for advertisements (Montero, col. 14, lines 1-5). 
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17. Regarding claim 12, Montero disclosed the limitations, substantially as claimed, 
as described in claims 2 and 10, including wherein the network is the Internet (Montero, 
col. 4, lines 1-6). 

Claims 4, 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Montero (U.S. 6,133,912) in view of Logue et al. (U.S. 5,935,207). 

18. Regarding claims 4, 20 and 22, Montero disclosed the limitations substantially as 
claimed, as described in the rejection of claims 2 and 10. However, Montero does not 
explicitly state using an intermediary device to provide information to requesting client if 
such information is stored at the intermediary device. 

In an analogous art, Logue disclosed a method and apparatus for providing 
information from a proxy's cache and for dispatching requests wherein the proxy server 
receives the client request and determines whether it can handle the request or fonA/ard 
the request to the appropriate server (Logue, col. 10, lines 30-43). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate the functionality of the server produced Montero into the proxy server of 
Logue for the purpose of managing internet traffic and improving performance of the 
server by supplying frequently requested data from the proxy, reducing the number of 
requests that are serviced by the remote server itself (Logue, col. 2, lines 25-33). 
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19. Regarding claim 21, Montero and Logue disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claim 20, including wherein the network is the Internet 
(Montero, col. 4, lines 1-6). See motivation for claim 20. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Bret Dennison whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3910. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A Wiley can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. - 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto,gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




J. B. D. 

Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 
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